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(5)   makes a will, valid as to form by both English law and
French law, and intrinsically valid by English law, but intrin-
sically invalid by French law; or

(6)   dies intestate.

Theoretically the foregoing furnishes us with thirty hypo-
thetical cases, but practically some of these cases are of no im-
portance for the present purpose. For example, in what we may
call Case A (2), that is, the case of a testator, in the situation
described in A, making in France a will in French form, the
result is clear. The English rule that a will of movables is for-
,mally valid if made in accordance with the lex domidlii and the
French rule that such a will is formally valid if made in ac-
cordance with the lex loci celebrationis agree in upholding the
formal validity of the will both in England and in France, and
no question of the renvoi arises. Similarly Case B(2) leads to
the same result, the case not being affected by the repeal of
article 13 of the French Civil Code. Some of the variants of
Case A, however, give rise to interesting problems.

!              (2) Case Ad) : Formal Validity of Will

Case A (1) is of special interest. This is the case of a testator,
in the situation described in A, making in France a will in
,English form. It is, in fact, the case which arose in Collier v.
Rivaz (d), in Brewer v. Freeman (e), and In re Lacroix (f).

(a) Collier v. Rivaz.

In Collier v. Rivaz one Ryan, a British subject of Irish domi-
cile of origin and subsequent English domicile of choice, and
domiciled in the English sense in Belgium at the time of his
death, made a will and six codicils. The question discussed in
the judgment was as to the validity of four of the codicils, which
were made, apparently in Belgium, according to the local forms
of English law and not according to the local forms of Belgian
law. The testator died in 1829, and at that time the French
Civil Code was in force in Belgium and Holland, which from
1815 to 1830 were united in the Kingdom of the Netherlands.
It was provided by article 13 of that Code that a foreigner who
had been admitted by the authorization of the King to establish

(d)   (1841), 2 Curt. 855 (substituting Belgium for Prance).

(e)   (1857), 10 Moore P.C, 306.

(/)   (1877), 2 P.D. 94 (after the passing of Lord Kingsdown's
Act).